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Infinite divisibility stands or falls with,
infinite extension. In both cases Mr. Mill
confounds infinity with indefiniteness. But
with regard to an absolute minimum of space,
Mr. Mill's* argument requires a separate
notice.

" It is not denied," lie says, " that there is a portion of
extension which to the naked eye appears an indivisible
point; it has been called by philosophers the minmmm
visibile. This minimum we can indefinitely magnify by
means of optical instruments, making visible the still
smaller parts which compose it. In each successive ex-
periment there is still a minimum vhibile, anything less
than which cannot Tbe discovered with that instrument,,
but can with one of a higher power. Suppose, now, that

in Professor De Morgan's paper in the Cambridge Transactions,
to which we have previously referred. He speaks (p. .13) of the
'* notion, which, runs through many writers, from Descartes to
Hamilton, that the mind must "be big enough to hold all it can con-
ceive." This notion is certainly not maintained by Hamilton, nor
yet by Descartes in the paragraph quoted by Mr. De Morgan ; nor,
as far as we are aware, in any other part of his works.